The only known specimen of the type is very beautifully preserved except for rather remarkable local distortion in two places. The whole brachial depression has been crushed in without seemingly distorting the opposite side of the bone, and the entire trochlear assembly has been thrust proximad for a millimeter or two. The attachment of the brachialis anticus is, however, fairly well defined, and the condyles retain their form quite accurately.
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The most distal pneumatic foramen is overshadowed by the internal condyle, but it is readily discernible with closer scrutiny.
Compared with V&W papa the type conforms in general form and curvature except for its greater size and robustness. The foramina in the brachial depression vary extremely in a series of six humeri of the recent bird examined, even showing great diversity between the two sides of the same individual.
Within this range of variation the fossil easily falls.
The ectepicondylar prominence is also quite variable in the sharpness of its demarcation.
In the fossil specimen this sharpness is accentuated to a slight degree by the proximal thrust of the articular assemblage, but after due allowance is made for post-mortem distortion, the ectepicondylar prominence appears more positive than in the Recent bird.
At the proximal end of the fragment there appears just at the line of fracture, the rounded papilla that terminates the deltoid crest in all the Cathartiformes except Teratornk From Urubitinga ewcta 'Wetmore, the specimen differs in being thinner and wider and the two condyles are more nearly equal in size when viewed from the distal end.
From Buteo typhoiue Wetmore, it differs in the same characters. The size is much less than in either of the last named fossil species.
In all characters that are sufficiently well preserved, the specimen resembles Parabuteo u&in&us, but definite assignment to the genus is not considered to be advisable.
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